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Rep!y : That the world is adhyasta on Brahman and
that Brahman is related to the world - do we apprehend
through perception ? or through agama ? it cannot be a
perceptual knowledge since Brahman is not an object of
perception.

Yet, one may say, there is the apprehension of the
world which makes us hold that it is relating to Brahmam.
But any relation is a relation between^'wo factors or terms.
. When one of the terms is not apprehended, the relation it-
self cannot be apprehended.

Objection ; In the contexts that proclaim ^nish-
prapancatva', we read passages'like 'Idam sarvam yad ayam
atma'; and these sentences go to show that the world app-
ars as being adhyasta on Brahman.

Reply : Yes/there is the mere appearance (pratibhasa)*
But such passages are not offered to'those that speak of
'nishprancatva'. That Brahman is the all-pervasive self
we recognise when we find that therein is the power (sama-
rthya) of being the upadana dharama for' everything. The
prapanea sambandha is obtained from the causal law; and
texts like 'Idam sarvam' should not be construed as giving
us the knowledge of this causal relation. Hence ti.ese
texts are not opposed to the nishprapanca vakyas. Further
there are certain texts negating certain things in Brahman?
and what these things are, we get from the texto bearing on
saprapancaiva. Because of this 'ekavakyata' they cannot
become badhaka (contradiction) for the nishprapancava-
kyas.
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